H4574

infrastructure protection; cybersecu-
rity; chemical, biological, and nuclear
forensics; biodefense countermeasures;
biodetection; and emergency prepared-
ness.

I believe that timely and regular in-
formation about how DHS is utilizing
these institutions is important to as-
sessing progress on a wide range of
homeland security challenges. That is
why I support H.R. 1631 and urge pas-
sage.

I want to commend members of the
Homeland Security Committee on the
bipartisan nature in which this legisla-
tion has been crafted. It is important
for us to know how DHS is using feder-
ally funded research and development
centers to address homeland security
challenges.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I, once again, urge my
colleagues to support this strong, com-
monsense bipartisan piece of legisla-
tion, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-
ior member of the Homeland Security Com-
mittee, | rise in strong support of H.R. 1637,
the “Federally Funded Research and Develop-
ment Sunshine Act of 2015.”

| support this bipartisan legislation which re-
quires annual reports on the activities and ac-
complishments of federally funded research
and development centers within the depart-
ment of Homeland Security.

The bill requires that the secretary of Home-
land Security annually submit to Congres-
sional oversight committees a list of ongoing
and completed projects lead by federally fund-
ed research and development centers within
the Department of Homeland Security have
been assigned or completed.

Federally Funded Research and Develop-
ment Centers (FFRDCs) act as a vehicle for
special research and development contracting
within the federal government.

The FFRDCs provide DHS with independent
and objective advice and quick response on
critical issues throughout the Homeland Secu-
rity Enterprise.

Homeland Security Systems Engineering
and Development Institute (HSSEDI) and
Homeland Security Studies and Analysis Insti-
tute (HSSAI) perform high-quality research
and provide advice that is authoritative, objec-
tive and free from conflicts of interest caused
by competition.

| support H.R. 1637, which provides much
needed transparency on the research con-
ducted by the Department of Homeland secu-
rity.

| urge all of my colleagues to join me in
strong support of the suspension bill, H.R.
1637, the “Federally Funded Research and
Development Sunshine Act of 2015.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
RATCLIFFE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1637.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

HOMELAND SECURITY UNIVER-
SITY-BASED CENTERS REVIEW
ACT

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 2390) to require a review of
university-based centers for homeland
security, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2390

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Homeland
Security University-based Centers Review
Act”.

SEC. 2. REVIEW OF UNIVERSITY-BASED CENTERS.

(a) GAO STUDY OF UNIVERSITY-BASED CEN-
TERS.—Not later than 120 days after the date
of enactment of this Act, the Comptroller
General of the United States shall initiate a
study to assess the university-based centers
for homeland security program authorized
by section 308(b)(2) of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 188(b)(2)), and provide
recommendations to the Committee on
Homeland Security and the Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate for appropriate improve-
ments.

(b) SUBJECT MATTERS.—The study under
subsection (a) shall include the following:

(1) A review of the Department of Home-
land Security’s efforts to identify key areas
of study needed to support the homeland se-
curity mission, and criteria that the Depart-
ment utilized to determine those key areas
for which the Department should maintain,
establish, or eliminate university-based cen-
ters.

(2) A review of the method by which uni-
versity-based centers, federally funded re-
search and development centers, and Depart-
ment of Energy national laboratories receive
tasking from the Department of Homeland
Security, including a review of how univer-
sity-based research is identified, prioritized,
and funded.

(3) A review of selection criteria for desig-
nating university-based centers and a
weighting of such criteria.

(4) An examination of best practices from
other agencies’ efforts to organize and use
university-based research to support their
missions.

(5) A review of the Department of Home-
land Security’s criteria and metrics to meas-
ure demonstrable progress achieved by uni-
versity-based centers in fulfilling Depart-
ment taskings, and mechanisms for deliv-
ering and disseminating the research results
of designated university-based centers with-
in the Department and to other Federal,
State, and local agencies.

(6) An examination of the means by which
academic institutions that are not des-
ignated or associated with the designated
university-based centers can optimally con-
tribute to the research mission of the Direc-
torate of Science and Technology of the De-
partment of Homeland Security.

(7) An assessment of the interrelationship
between the different university-based cen-
ters and the degree to which outreach and
collaboration among a diverse array of aca-
demic institutions is encouraged by the De-
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partment of Homeland Security, particularly
with historically Black colleges and univer-
sities and minority serving institutions.

(8) A review of any other essential ele-
ments of the programs determined in the
conduct of the study.

(¢) INFORMATION RELATING TO UNIVERSITY-
BASED CENTERS.—Subparagraph (D) of sec-
tion 308(b)(2) of the Homeland Security Act
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 188(b)(2)) is amended to read
as follows:

‘(D) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not
later than one year after the date of the en-
actment of this subparagraph and annually
thereafter, the Secretary shall submit to
Congress a report on the implementation of
this section. Each such report shall—

‘(i) indicate which center or centers have
been designated pursuant to this section;

‘‘(ii) describe how such designation or des-
ignations enhance homeland security;

‘“(iii) provide information on any decisions
to revoke or modify such designation or des-
ignations;

‘“(iv) describe research that has been
tasked and completed by each center that
has been designated during the preceding
year;

‘‘(v) describe funding provided by the Sec-
retary for each center under clause (iv) for
that year; and

‘‘(vi) describe plans for utilization of each
center or centers in the forthcoming year.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. RATCLIFFE) and the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. THOMP-
SON) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include any extraneous material on the
bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise this afternoon in
support of H.R. 2390, the Homeland Se-
curity University-based Centers Re-
view Act of 2015, authored by the rank-
ing member, the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi.

Mr. Speaker, this bill will require the
Government Accountability Office to
initiate a study to assess the univer-
sity-based centers for homeland secu-
rity and provide recommendations to
Congress on improvements.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity Centers of Excellence play a vital
role in providing long-term research
and support of technology development
in areas of emerging threats.

Additionally, these centers play key
roles in supporting the Department of
Homeland Security and its mission in
protecting our homeland. I look for-
ward to seeing the results of this study
and how we can better improve the ef-
fectiveness of these university centers.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND
TECHNOLOGY,

Washington, DC, June 17, 2015.
Hon. MICHAEL T. MCCAUL,
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security,

House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing con-
cerning H.R. 2390, the ‘‘Homeland Security
University-based Centers Review Act,”
which your Committee reported on May 20,
2015.

H.R. 2390 contains provisions within the
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology’s Rule X jurisdiction. As a result of
your having consulted with the Committee
and in order to expedite this bill for floor
consideration, the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology will forego action on
the bill. This is being done on the basis of
our mutual understanding that doing so will
in no way diminish or alter the jurisdiction
of the Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology with respect to the appointment
of conferees, or to any future jurisdictional
claim over the subject matters contained in
the bill or similar legislation.

I would appreciate your response to this
letter confirming this understanding, and
would request that you include a copy of this
letter and your response in the Committee
Report and in the Congressional Record dur-
ing the floor consideration of this bill.
Thank you in advance for your cooperation.

Sincerely,
LAMAR SMITH,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY,
Washington, DC, June 17, 2015.
Hon. LAMAR SMITH,
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and

Technology, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 2390, the ‘‘Homeland
Security University-based Centers Review
Act.” I appreciate your support in bringing
this legislation before the House of Rep-
resentatives, and accordingly, understand
that the Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology will forego further action on the
bill.

The Committee on Homeland Security con-
curs with the mutual understanding that by
foregoing further action on this bill at this
time, the Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology does not waive any jurisdiction
over the subject matter contained in this bill
or similar legislation in the future. In addi-
tion, should a conference on this bill be nec-
essary, I would support your request to have
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology represented on the conference com-
mittee.

I will insert copies of this exchange in the
Congressional Record during consideration
of this bill on the House floor. I thank you
for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL T. MCCAUL,

Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 2390, the Homeland Security
University-based Centers Review Act.

I introduced H.R. 2390, the Homeland
Security University-based Centers Re-
view Act, with my colleague Mr. RICH-
MOND, to provide Congress with the full
picture of the Department’s manage-
ment of the Centers of Excellence pro-
gram.

This program dates back to the De-
partment’s earliest days. It was au-
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thorized in the Homeland Security Act
of 2002 to be ‘“‘a coordinated, univer-
sity-based system to enhance the Na-
tion’s homeland security.” Since that
time, however, we have not had a com-
prehensive review of the Department’s
management of this vital research and
development program.

H.R. 2390 marks the most significant
effort to assess the Centers of Excel-
lence program to date. The measure di-
rects the Government Accountability
Office to issue a comprehensive report
that, among other things, evaluates
how the Department aligns decisions
about establishing, maintaining, or
eliminating a center with its research
needs; how DHS identifies, prioritizes,
and funds projects; and how DHS meas-
ures progress on its research goals.

The bill also directs GAO to examine
how DHS promotes collaboration
among the centers, as well as with in-
stitutions outside of the network, in-
cluding Historically Black Colleges and
Universities and other minority-serv-
ing institutions.

I have the privilege of representing
Jackson State University, which is
part of the Department’s Coastal Resil-
ience Center of Excellence program. I
am proud that in its capacity, Jackson
State has contributed research and
modeling that informed realtime oper-
ational decisions at the Coast Guard
and FEMA in the wake of Hurricane
Sandy and other disasters.

I know that throughout this country,
there are other institutions that could
benefit from and bring unique knowl-
edge and expertise to DHS’ ten stand-
ing Centers of Excellence.

Mr. Speaker, the Homeland Security
Committee has been involved in vig-
orous oversight of the Centers of Excel-
lence, particularly encouraging the De-
partment to adopt policies that help di-
versify university and student partici-
pation in the homeland security enter-
prise.

In my opinion, the DHS Science and
Technology Directorate’s robust out-
reach effort to universities and institu-
tions of recent years is that direct re-
sult of our oversight, but we need to
understand whether S&T’s outreach,
along with its effort to better manage
the Centers of Excellence, are really
working.

H.R. 2390 is an important first step in
effectively assessing the value of the
Centers of Excellence and evaluating
whether or not the research and devel-
opment potential of our Nation’s uni-
versities are being effectively lever-
aged.

Mr. Speaker, again, I am grateful for
the cooperation of the subcommittee
chairman, Mr. RATCLIFFE, and the full
committee chairman, Mr. McCAUL, for
their help to improve the Department’s
Centers of Excellence; and I urge pas-
sage of this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman
McCAUL and Ranking Member THOMP-
SON for their leadership on this bill.
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I, once again, urge my colleagues to
support this bill. It is a strong bipar-
tisan piece of legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-
ior member of the Homeland Security Com-
mittee, | rise in strong support of H.R. 2390
“Homeland Security University-based Centers
Review Act.”

| support this bipartisan legislation which re-
quires an annual report be sent to Congress
to assess the university-based centers for
homeland security program and provide rec-
ommendations for appropriate improvements.

Mr. Speaker, the research that our des-
ignated institutions conduct is imperative to
the current progress and future success of
protecting our nation’s greatest asset, the
American people.

| join my colleagues in working to safeguard
our investment by requiting annual reports that
give detailed reviews of how our funding is
being spent and more effective ways we can
use the information yielded from these studies
in a real world applicable way.

This bill requires a review of the Department
of Homeland Security’s (DHS) efforts to iden-
tify key areas of study needed to support the
homeland security mission, and criteria that
the Department utilized to determine those key
areas for which the Department should main-
tain, establish, or eliminate university-based
centers.

DHS’s mission is to ensure a homeland that
is safe, secure, and resilient against terrorism
and other hazards.

H.R. 2390 supports that mission by over-
seeing the funding of a university-based re-
search program that invests in the homeland
security, science and technology of the DHS.

It is imperative that we have oversight of
how the funds are being used to meet DHS’s
university program criteria and this bill requires
a review of how university-based research is
identified, prioritized, and funded.

The Centers of Excellence (COE) network is
an extended consortium of hundreds of univer-
sities conducting groundbreaking research to
address homeland security challenges.

Sponsored by the Office of University Pro-
grams, the COEs work closely with the home-
land security community to develop customer-
driven, innovative tools and technologies to
solve real-world challenges.

The Institute for Infectious Animal Diseases
(HAD) and Texas A&M Engineering Experi-
ment Station, have used this program to de-
velop a mobile Certificate of Veterinary In-
spection (CVI) application to support veteri-
nary practitioners submitting animal health cer-
tificate records from the field.

This real-time information sharing is an al-
ternative to email or web-based systems, and
helps improve communication between veteri-
narians and state animal health offices by sup-
porting certificate submission from the field.

The Homeland Security University-based
Centers Review Act requires a review of the
Department of Homeland Security’s criteria
and metrics to measure demonstrable
progress achieved by university-based centers
in fulfilling Department taskings, and mecha-
nisms for delivering and disseminating the re-
search results of designated university-based
centers within the Department and to other
Federal, State, and local agencies.

Mr. Speaker, because these funds are used
to enrich our future generations of leaders and
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it is important that the different university-
based centers reach out and collaborate
among a diverse array of academic institu-
tions, particularly with historically Black col-
leges and universities (HBCU) and minority
serving institutions.

| applaud Rankin Member THOMPSON for in-
cluding specific language that reaches out to
diverse universities, specifically often over-
shadowed historically Black colleges and uni-
versities.

HBCU such as Texas Southern University,
in my Congressional district, is preparing tech-
nically savvy Homeland Security professionals
for Maritime Transportation Security.

All educational institutions who meet criteria
should be eligible to participate in the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security’s University Pro-
gram.

This bill supports the program’s mission
needs of building a stable community of
homeland security researchers and educators
at U.S. colleges and universities.

Fostering a homeland security culture within
the academic community through research
and educational programs is a great partner-
ship between government and our education
institutions.

Strengthening U.S. scientific leadership in
homeland security research and education giv-
ing our students a competitive ranking on a
global level.

Generating and disseminating knowledge
and technical advances to advance the home-
land security mission helps to recruit future
partners and participants.

Integrating homeland security activities
across agencies engaged in relevant aca-
demic research will help partners work in con-
cert to develop critical technologies and anal-
yses to secure the nation’s security interest.

The Department of Homeland Security’s
Science and Technology Centers of Excel-
lence develop multidisciplinary, customer-driv-
en, homeland security science and technology
solutions and help train the next generation of
homeland security experts.

The Homeland Security University-based
Centers Review Act regulates the institutions
designated with this distinguished honor of
training the next generation of leaders in the
scientific and technological fields.

Raising the visibility and status of the gov-
ernment sponsored programs creates an envi-
ronment where each institution has to take re-
sponsibility for the use of their funds and
prove those uses furthered the mission needs
of DHS.

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to support this bi-
partisan bill and strongly urge all of my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R. 2390.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
RATCLIFFE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2390, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CBRN INTELLIGENCE AND INFOR-
MATION SHARING ACT OF 2015

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
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(H.R. 2200) to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to establish chem-
ical, biological, radiological, and nu-
clear intelligence and information
sharing functions of the Office of Intel-
ligence and Analysis of the Department
of Homeland Security and to require
dissemination of information analyzed
by the Department to entities with re-
sponsibilities relating to homeland se-
curity, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2200

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘CBRN Intel-
ligence and Information Sharing Act of
2015°.

SEC. 2. CHEMICAL, BIOLOGICAL, RADIOLOGICAL,
AND NUCLEAR INTELLIGENCE AND
INFORMATION SHARING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A of title II of
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C.
121 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

“SEC. 210G. CHEMICAL, BIOLOGICAL, RADIO-
LOGICAL, AND NUCLEAR INTEL-
LIGENCE AND INFORMATION SHAR-
ING.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Office of Intel-
ligence and Analysis of the Department of
Homeland Security shall—

‘(1) support homeland security-focused in-
telligence analysis of terrorist actors, their
claims, and their plans to conduct attacks
involving chemical, biological, radiological,
and nuclear materials against the Nation;

‘“(2) support homeland security-focused in-
telligence analysis of global infectious dis-
ease, public health, food, agricultural, and
veterinary issues;

‘“(3) support homeland security-focused
risk analysis and risk assessments of the
homeland security hazards described in para-
graphs (1) and (2), including the transpor-
tation of chemical, biological, nuclear, and
radiological materials, by providing relevant
quantitative and nonquantitative threat in-
formation;

‘“(4) leverage existing and emerging home-
land security intelligence capabilities and
structures to enhance prevention, protec-
tion, response, and recovery efforts with re-
spect to a chemical, biological, radiological,
or nuclear attack;

‘“(5) share information and provide tailored
analytical support on these threats to State,
local, and tribal authorities as well as other
national biosecurity and biodefense stake-
holders and other Federal agencies, as appro-
priate; and

‘(6) perform other responsibilities, as as-
signed by the Secretary.

‘“(b) COORDINATION.—Where appropriate,
the Office of Intelligence and Analysis shall
coordinate with other relevant Department
components, including the National Bio-
surveillance Integration Center, others in
the Intelligence Community, including the
National Counter Proliferation Center, and
other Federal, State, local, and tribal au-
thorities, including officials from high-
threat areas, State and major urban area fu-
sion centers, and local public health depart-
ments, as appropriate, and enable such enti-
ties to provide recommendations on optimal
information sharing mechanisms, including
expeditious sharing of classified information,
and on how they can provide information to
the Department.

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
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‘(1) The term ‘appropriate congressional
committees’ means the Committee on Home-
land Security of the House of Representa-
tives and any committee of the House of
Representatives or the Senate having legis-
lative jurisdiction under the rules of the
House of Representatives or Senate, respec-
tively, over the matter concerned.

‘(2) The term ‘Intelligence Community’
has the meaning given that term in section
3(4) of the National Security Act of 1947 (50
U.S.C. 401a(4)).

‘“(3) The term ‘national biosecurity and
biodefense stakeholders’ means officials
from the Federal, State, local, and tribal au-
thorities and individuals from the private
sector who are involved in efforts to prevent,
protect against, respond to, and recover from
a biological attack or other phenomena that
may have serious health consequences for
the United States, including infectious dis-
ease outbreaks.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents in section 1(b) of such Act is
amended by adding at the end of the items
relating to such subtitle the following:

“Sec. 210G. Chemical, biological, radio-
logical, and nuclear intel-
ligence and information shar-
ing.”.

(¢) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of this Act
and annually thereafter, the Secretary of
Homeland Security shall report to the appro-
priate congressional committees on—

(A) the intelligence and information shar-
ing activities under subsection (a) and of all
relevant entities within the Department of
Homeland Security to counter the threat
from attacks using chemical, biological, ra-
diological, and nuclear materials; and

(B) the Department’s activities in accord-
ance with relevant intelligence strategies.

(2) ASSESSMENT OF IMPLEMENTATION.—The
report shall include—

(A) a description of methods established to
assess progress of the Office of Intelligence
and Analysis in implementing the amend-
ment made by subsection (a); and

(B) such assessment.

(3) TERMINATION.—This subsection shall
have no force or effect after the end of the 5-
year period beginning on the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

SEC. 3. DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION ANA-
LYZED BY THE DEPARTMENT TO
STATE, LOCAL, TRIBAL, AND PRI-
VATE ENTITIES WITH RESPONSIBIL-
ITIES RELATING TO HOMELAND SE-
CURITY.

Section 201(d)(8) of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 121(d)(8)) is amended by
striking ‘“‘and to agencies of State’” and all
that follows and inserting ‘‘to State, local,
tribal, and private entities with such respon-
sibilities, and, as appropriate, to the public,
in order to assist in preventing, deterring, or
responding to acts of terrorism against the
United States.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Arizona (Ms. MCSALLY) and the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. THOMP-
SON) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include any extraneous material on the
bill under consideration.
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